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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments in the Appeal Brief filed 21 April 2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-19 under 35 USC 103, have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the final rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made below in view of Suzuki et al (US 
4882621) and Paulson (US 2002/0069956A1), and other prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Suzuki et al (US 4882621) in view of Paulson (US 2002/0069956A1). 

Referring to claim 1 : 

Suzuki et al disclose an inkjet printing device 100 for printing images [not an 
identification card perse], comprising: 

an input area for holding transparent media (col. 3, lines 36-49 and col. 5, lines 

16-22) 

a processor (circuit 4) configured to receive input images [not that define the 
identification card per se] and to translate and transpose the input images into reverse 
images (col. 2, lines 41-48); and 
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an inkjet printhead 49 (in image forming portion 13 of image output portion 104) 
coupled to the processor (circuit 4) and configured to receive and print the reverse 
images on portions of the transparent media (col. 2, lines 49-59 and col. 3, lines 36-49 
and col. 5, lines 26-32). 

While Suzuki et al do not disclose producing an identification card per se, 
Paulson discloses in the background discussion the production of identification cards 
with a transparent material laminated over a substrate, (see paragraph 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have applied the 
method of producing an image as taught by the Suzuki et al to the production of 
identification cards, in view of Paulson, in order to produce a high quality image with 
gloss on an image surface which is protected by a transparent layer (see col. 1, lines 
44-50 in Suzuki et al and paragraph 3 in Paulson). 

Referring to claim 2 : 

Suzuki et al do not disclose that the transparent media is a roll of polyester 
media. However, Paulson discloses that transparent laminate 12 is provided on a roll 
(supply spool) and is preferably a polyester film (see paragraphs 20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have used a roll of 
polyester media as the transparent media in Suzuki et al, in view of Paulson, in order to 
provide a low cost and readily available material of high durability. 
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Referring to claim 3 : 

Suzuki et al disclose the transparent media coated with a material to absorb and 
control the amount of ink spread to allow the dispensed ink to remain on the transparent 
media (col. 3, lines 9-15). 

Referring to claim 4 : 

Suzuki et al do not disclose each printed portion of the transparent media 
laminated to a plastic card, the side of the transparent media containing the images 
being adhered to the card. However, Paulson discloses laminating an overlaminate 10 
(cut from transparent laminate 12) for use in laminating (adhering) to identification card 
substrates such as plastic cards (see paragraph 3 and paragraph 19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have laminated 
the printed portion of the transparent media to a plastic card in Suzuki et al, in view of 
Paulson, in order to protect the image surface with a transparent layer (see col. 1 , lines 
44-50 in Suzuki et al and paragraph 3 in Paulson). 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over'Suzuki et 
al and Paulson as applied to claims 1-4 above, and further in view of well known prior 
art. 

Referring to claim 5 : 

While Paulson does not disclose the use of an adhesive tape per se to laminate 
the transparent media to a card, the use of such adhesive tape is well known in the prior 
art (note US classification class 156, subclass 540). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
Suzuki et al and Paulson combination, in view of the well known prior art, to have used 
an adhesive tape to laminate the transparent media to a card in order to provide a low 
cost and readily available adhesive material for laminating the transparent media to a 
card. 

Claims 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Suzuki et al, Paulson, and well known prior art, as applied to claims 1-5 above, and 
further in view of Oshikoshi (US 4769694A). 

Referring to claim 6 : 

While the Suzuki et al and Paulson combination do not specifically disclose 
images including a photographic image as well as alphanumeric data of an individual, it 
is well understood in the prior art that identification cards or badges, driver licenses, and 
the like comprise both a photographic image as well as alphanumeric data of an 
individual. Oshikoshi, already of record, provides an example of this in the description 
of the composite image formed on the printing paper 20 to produce identification cards 
23. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
Suzuki et al and Paulson combination, in view of Oshikoshi, to have produced images 
including a photographic image as well as alphanumeric data of an individual for the 
production of identification cards as taught by Oshikoshi in order for the identification 
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card to have personal identification information of the individual cardholder associated 
with their picture to allow the cardholder to prove their identity (see col. 1 , lines 11-17). 
Referring to claim 7 : 

While the Suzuki et al and Paulson combination do not teach the laminated 
plastic card automatically being cut by the printing device as an identification card, 
Oshikoshi discloses printing paper 20 being automatically cut by the printing device into 
print sheets 23 from which is created identification cards (col. 7, lines 57-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
Suzuki et al and Paulson combination, in view of Oshikoshi, to have automatically cut 
laminated plastic cards in order to achieve higher and more accurate production runs 
compared to manual operation. Automation of production practices and the advantages 
derived therefrom are common knowledge in the art. 

Referring to claim 8 : 

Suzuki et al do not disclose a hot air dryer to dry the images on the transparent 
media. However, it is well known in the prior art to dry the images printed on a medium, 
before lamination. 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
modified the Suzuki et al and Paulson combination, in view of the well known prior art, 
to have used a hot air dryer to dry the images on the transparent media, inherently 
before the transparent media is laminated to a plastic card, in order to allow lamination 
to occur properly in a high speed production process. 
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Referring to claim 9 : 

Paulson discloses in the background discussion the lamination of transparent 
media to plastic cards, although does not specifically indicate that this is done 
automatically. However, it is well understood in the prior art that machines, which 
produce identification cards, perform many automated steps. This is evidenced for 
example by Oshikoshi. To include the lamination as an automatic step in the production 
of identity cards would be obvious. 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
modified the Suzuki et al and Paulson combination, in view of the well known prior art, 
to have automatically laminated the transparent media to plastic cards in order to 
achieve higher and more accurate production runs compared to manual operation. As 
stated before, automation of production practices and the advantages derived therefrom 
are common knowledge in the art. 

Referring to claim 10 : 

Paulson discloses a die cut 16A to automatically cut the overlaminate 10 from the 
web 12. While this is not cutting a laminated plastic card into the identification card, 
automatically cutting material to form an identification card is well known in the prior art 
as evidenced by Oshikoshi. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
Suzuki et al and Paulson combination, in view of Oshikoshi, to have used any 
conventional cutting device, such as a die cut, that allows the laminated plastic card to 
automatically cut into the identification card in order. Using a conventional cutting 
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device in the automated production of identification cards reduces the cost and difficulty 
in providing, servicing, and replacing the part. 

Claims 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Suzuki et al in view of Paulson and Oshikoshi. 
Referring to claim 11 : 

Suzuki et al disclose a method of producing an image [not an identification card 
per se] using a processor of a host computer 101 coupled to an inkjet printhead 49 (in 
image forming portion 13 of image output portion 104) of an inkjet printing device 100 
comprising: 

creating a digital file on the host computer 101 having images [not specified as 
including both images and text per se] (col. 2, lines 19-20); 

translating and transposing [not with the processor in host computer 101 , but with 
circuit 4 in output portion 104 ] the images to define reversed data (col. 2, lines 41-48); 

sending the reversed data (from circuit 4 via color correction circuit 8) to an inkjet 
printhead 49 (in image forming portion 13 of image output portion 104) to be printed by 
the inkjet printing device 100 (col. 2, lines 49-59 and col. 3, lines 36-49) that includes an 
input area for holding transparent media (col. 5, lines 16-22); and 

printing the reversed data on a portion of the transparent media with the inkjet 
printhead (col. 5, lines 26-32). 
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While Suzuki et al and Paulson do not disclose producing an identification card 
including both images and text, it is clear from Oshikoshi that production of such an 
identification card in this manner is known in the prior art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have applied the 
method of producing an image as taught by the Suzuki et al and Paulson combination, 
to the production of identification cards including both a photographic image and 
alphanumeric data of an individual, as taught by Oshikoshi, in order for the identification 
card to have personal identification information of the individual cardholder associated 
with their picture and thereby allow the cardholder to prove their identity (see col. 1 , 
lines 11-17). 

While Suzuki et al do not disclose performing the translating and transposing with 
a processor in host computer, it is well known in the prior art to perform processing on 
image data prior to output to a printer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Suzuki et al, in view of the well known prior art, to have included performing the 
translating and transposing with a processor in the host computer in order to allow the 
use of a conventional computer which can be programmed and/or operated to perform 
all required image processing and eliminate the cost and complexity of providing this 
processing to be performed by the printer. Moreover, the computer allows easy 
program modification, updating, and adaptation of the image processing operations 
compared to changing circuitry in the printer. 
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Referring to claims 12-14 : 

Method claims 12-14 corresponding, respectively, to the function of apparatus 
claims 2-4. These method claims are rejected for the same reasons as indicated above 
with respect to the function of corresponding apparatus claims. 

Claims 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Suzuki et al, Paulson, and Oshikoshi, as applied to claims 11-14 above, and further in 
view of well known prior art. 

Referring to claims 15-19 : 

Method claims 15-19 correspond, respectively, to the function of apparatus 
claims 5 and 7-10. These method claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
indicated above with respect to the function of corresponding apparatus claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott A Rogers whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7467. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dave Moore can be reached at 571-272-7437. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to TC2600 Customer Service at 571-272-2600. Official 
correspondence by facsimile should be sent to 571-273-8300. The USPTO contact 
Center phone numbers are 800-PTO-9199. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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